





NAMES OF THE JUDGES 


~ OF THE 
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE TERRITORY OF ORLEANS, 
: FROM 1809 TO MARCH, 1813. 
Honorable GEORGE MATHEWS, 
JOSHUA LEWIS, 


“ JOHN THOMPSON, 
« [*]FRANCOIS XAVIER MARTIN. 





NAMES OF THE JUDGES 


SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF LOUISIANA. 
Honorable DOMINICK AUGUSTIN HALL, appointed February 22, 1813. 


“ GEORGE MATHEWS, ............ appointed February 23, 1813. 
« PIERRE DERBIGNY, ................6. appointed March 8, 1813. 
“« [a]FRANCOIS XAVIER MARTIN, appointed January 31, 1815. 
“ [b] ALEXANDER PORTER, jr., ...... appointed January 2, 1820. 
“ [ec] HENRY A. BULLARD., ............ appointed February 4, 1834. 





ATTORNEYS GENERAL. 


FRANCOIS XAVIER MARTIN.,.......... .....appointed in 1813. 
ETIENNE MAZUREAU, «........0.-.eess0eese0. “1815. | 
LOUIS MOREAU LISLET, ................ —_ * =a 
THOMAS BOLLING ROBERTSON.......... “ & 1819, 
ETIENNE MAZUREALU, ...........cccseeeeceees “  — & +1820, 
IBAAC TF. PRISTON, .....cccceccoccdsceccccsees “ 9824, 
ALONZO MORPHY, ...........ccsseees cesses coe = SG QQ, 
GUC BUT is vseeiisccsnssvicctecetetintens “ * 1830. 
ETIENNE MAZUREALU, ........cccccseseecseees “ 1832, 








REPORTERS OF THE DECISIONS OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


BRANCH W. MILLER,............ appointed February 23, 1830. 
THOMAS CURRY,..........ccccc0e. * June 5, 1834. 


[*] In the place of Judge Tompson, deceased. 

[a] In the place of Judge Hatt, made United States District Judge, for the District of 
Louisiana, in June, 1813. 

[b] In the place of Judge Drrsieny, resigned. 

{e] In the place of Judge PorteR, who was on the 13th December, 1833, elected a Senator 
in Congress. 











Tus volume, being Volume 7th of the * LOUISIANA REPORTS,” contains 
the Cases determined from August Term, 1834, at Baton Rouge, to the close of 


February Term, 1835, in the Eastern District at New-Orleans, both inclusive. 


(> Judge Matuews did not join in the decisions at Alexandria, in the 


Western District, reported in this volume, being prevented by indisposition, 


> There was no change in the officers of the Court during the period 


embraced by this volume, and since the publication of the preceding one. 
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